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RICHARD J. JOHUNSON
612.347.0275
lohnsonR @maoss-barnett.com

August 17, 2001

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

South Dakota Public Utilities Commission
State of South Dakota

State Capitol Building

500 East Capitol

Pierre, South Dakota 57501

Re:  Inthe Matter of the Request of Mt. Rushmiore Telephone Company an
Randall Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its Use of F
Universal Service Support
Docket No.

Dear Sir/Madam:

Enciosed for filing please find the originat plus 10 copies of the Regquest &
by Mt. Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randall Telephone Ceompany
referenced docket. Also enclosed is an Affidavit of Service.

Very truly vours,

s 4 ¥4
/ '//‘ f oy

Richard J. 30 'ma:m

RIJ/krm

Enclosures
44418211




BEFORE THE
SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF
MT. RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY AND
FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY

FOR CERTIFICATION REGARDING ITS DUCKET NO. __
USE OF FEDERAL UNIVERSAL
SERVICE SUPPORT

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATION
Mt. Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randall Tefgphone Company by and
through its attorney hereby submits a Request for Certification to the South Dakota Public
Utilities Commission (“Commission”) seeking certification from the Commission pursuast 1o 47
C.F.R. § 54.314. This ccrtification request is for the two companies because for federat reparting

purposes they comprise one study area. In support of this Request, Mt Rusimore Tele

Company and Fort Randall Telephone Company offers the following:

1. On May 23, 2001, the Federal Communications Conmmission (FUC) released an
Order relative to the federal universal service support mechanism for rural carriers,” This Order
{hereafter referenced as the “Fourteenth Report and Order™), in pan, codifies at 47 CFR. §
54.314, a requirement for States to provide a certification regarding federal universal seovice
support that is received by rural incumbent local exchange carriers and/or other eligible
telecommunications carriers providing service in rural service areas. Pursuant to such rule, sates
that desire rural carmiers within their jurisdiction to receive future federnl universul sorvice
support must file an annual certification with the FCC and the Universal Service Administrative
Company (“USAC™) stating that federal high cost support provided to such carriers within that

State will be used only for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services

' CC Docket No. 96-45, CC Docket No, 00-256, Fourteenth Report and Order, Twenty Second ©
Reconsideration, and Further Notice of Propesed Rulemaking in CC Docket Ne. 9642, and Report a der i O
Docket No. 00-256, FCC 01-157, Released May 23, 2001.




for which the support is intended. This certification requirement applics o varmeus o

federal universal service support, including suppert provided pursuant o &7
54.305, and/or 54.307. and/or 47 C.F.R. Part 36, Subpart F (high-cost loop

switching support, safety net additive support, and salety valve supports

o

under these FCC rule provisions will only in the future he made avadsble

Commission files the requisite certification pursuant to § 54314,

2. The certification required for rural carriers o receive federal

support for all four quarters during calendar year 2002 is currently due to be fil

and USAC on or before October 1, 2001. The certification may be presented to th

the form of a letter from the State Commission. The tetier must wdentify whi

State are eligible to receive federal support during the 1 2-month period and mest ¢

carriers listed will only use the support for the provision, matntenance, and upg

facilities and services for which the support is intended.

3. Mt. Rushmore Telephone Company and Fewt

iy

rural telephone company that has previously been designated by

telecommunications carrier. The Company provides local

including all of the essential services that are included i the federal defimuion of

service, to approximately 7,513 access lines within its established rural service ar
Dakota.
4, This Commission has limited regulatory oversight over Mz Rushsory

<af wyeohan

Company and Fort Randall Telephone Company and its provisiosing of fo

Under SDCL § 49-31-5.1, the local exchange service rates charged by wie

cooperatives, municipal telephone systems. and independent telephone compas

than fifty thousand local exchange subscnibers are not subpect b the Con




authority. In cases where State Commissions have limited regulatory authority over rural
carriers, the FCC has indicated that these carriers should themselves initiaie the certificaton

process by presenting a plan to ensure compliance with the requirement in 47 US.C. § 2

that universal service support will only be used for the provision, maintemance. and upgrading of
facilities and services for which the support is intended. Based on this filed plan. it is anticiputed
that the State Commission may make the appropriate certification to the FCCT

5. The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Mr Rushmore
Telephone Company and Fort Randall Telephone Company’s plan for the use of s federal
universal service support and to otherwise verify that Mt Rushmaore Telephone Comparny sored
Fort Randall Telephone Company will use all federal universal service support received i o
manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.CL § 254,

is ased

6. In the process of determining whether federal universal service suppos

a manner consistent with the Federal Communications Act, the “universal service prineiple

established in Section 254(b) are instructive. That Section states that the FCC shall base

“policies for the preservation and advancement of universal service” on certadn, specilically
identified principles:
(1) Quality services should be available at just, reasonable, and a [fordable mies

(2) Access to advanced telecommunications and information services should be
provided in all regions of the Nation.

(3) Consumers in all regions of the Nation, including low-income consumers and
those in rural, insular, and high-cost arcas, should have 8§ 0
telecommunications and information services, including interexchange services
and advanced telecommunications and information services, that ave reasonably
comparable to those services provided in urban areas and that are available at
rates that are reasonably comparable to rates charged for similar services in urban
areas. . . .

* Pourteenth Report and Order, § 188.



(6) Elementary and secondary schools and classrooms, health care pr-cwider:s and
libraries should have access to [certain] advanced telecommunications scrvices. . .

7. The FCC has declined to dictate specifically how the states should ensure that

carriers are using federal universal service support consistent with the foderal fow, but has

offered examples of how the support can be used to appropriately further u miversal serve

The FCC has stated:

[A] state could [use the federal supporl to] adjust intrastate rates, o7 otherwise
direct carriers to use the federal support to replace implicit intrastate universal
service support to high cost rural areas . . ..

A state could also require carriers to use the federal support to upg
in rural areas to ensure that services provided in those areas are reasonabiy
comparable to services provided in urban areas of the state.”

8. The FCC provided the above examples as illustrative and not exhaustive

examples of how support can be used consistent with Section 254(e). Other uses are appropriate

provided the State Commission believes they are consistent with the federal uversal serviee
principles contained in Section 254,

9. M. Rushmore Telephone Company and Fori Randall Telephone Company o

designated eligible telecommunications carrier has received feder b universal seevice support in

the past and expects to receive support during calendar year 2002, As of this time, specidic

support amounts the Company should receive in 2002 have not yet heen wlentified by i
The Company, however, offers the following cstimates conceming the support it expects fo
receive™:

High-Cost Loop Support % 75804

| Switching Support (DEM Weighting) £400348

* Ninth Report and Order and Eighteenth Order on Reconsideration in CC Dacket Mo, 9645
Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service), FCC 99-306, § 96, November 3, 1999

* 11 showld be noted that Long Term Support amounts are not referenced beeause the FOC has e
deal with certification under 47USC Section 254(e) for these amounts. See 1dih Heport and &
446,




Safety Net Additive Support $0

Safety Valve Support §0

10. For calendar year 2002, Mt Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Rerndalt
Telephone Company intends to continue improving the telephone infrastructure. The additions
for 2000 were in excess of $1,000,000 which was comprised of additions to the central office
transmission equiptment and substantial installations cable facilities primarily in the Fort Randatt
company. The additions for 2001 and 2002 will not be as substantial as 2000 bul will stitl be in
excess of $300,000 a year.

11. In providing local exchange telecommunications services. Me Rushmore
Telephone Company and Fort Randall Telephone Company will also incur other costs. [n 2000
we spent $1,120,884 on plant specific expenses, $70,180 on plant support, $5367.1 t4 an custoner
expenses and $563,819 on corporate operations. The depreciation relating to prior additions
equaled $284,802. We expect the 2002 level of expenses to be slightly higher than the yewr
2000,

13. Mt Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randall Telephone Company
estimates that the total costs described above relating to its planned network facility and
equipment investments and other expenses (o be incurred in providing local exchange
telecommunications services will exceed $2,700,000.

14.  Consistent with the universal service principles set forth in the federal law and
also the recent FCC orders referenced herein, Mt Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort
Randall Telephone Company will use federal universal service amounts received i 2002
(estimated in paragraph 9 herein) to offset a portion of these total costs. This use of federal
universal service support will enable Mr. Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Ramdut!

Telephone Company to: (1) maintain rates for its local exchange services that are affordable and



reasonably comparable to rates being charged for the same services in urhan arens; and 1211 fe
upgrade its telecomnmmcatlons facilities and equipment as necessary to meet evolving service

requirements and maintain high quality service. The use of federal universal ser

these purposes is clearly consistent with the federal universal service prov iStons.

15.  Based on all of the foregoing information and alse the Affidavit of Brace H

attached as Exhibit A, Mt. Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randail Telephane Co

requests that this Commission issue an appropriate certification to the FOCC and USAU mhicating
that Mz, Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randall Telephone Conmpany ts i cotmpl

with 47 U.S.C. § 254(e) and should receive all federal universal service suppert determis

distribution to the Company in 2002. In order to ensure that this certification is is

ECC prior to October 1, 2001, M. Rushmore Telephone Company wnd Fort Ra
p T i

: ',.;‘,gs 3‘?

Company would further ask the Commission to expedite the process that 1§ mih
filing,
Dated this day of August, 2001.

Respectfully submitted,

/ e»/r‘ 4
Jld 511 .
Richard J. Johnéow MOSS & BARNETT

i



EXHIBIT A

AFFIDAVIT

As an authorized corporate officer of Mr. Rushmore Telephone Company asd Fert
Randall Telephone Company. 1. Bruce Hanson hereby affirm familisrity with and en

understanding of the requirements of the Federal Communications Act of 1934 as amended b

the Telecommunications Act of 1996 with respect to the receipt of any federal universal service

funds received as high-cost loop support, local switching support, safety net additive support.
and/or safety valve support and hereby affirm that any such support amounts received by Me
Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randall Telephone Company will be used only for the

provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is imtended

consistent with 47 U.S.C. § 254(e)

———
e oy

| j(,ﬁﬁ,w

_ Bruce liazz.wﬁ ’7) casufer

Subscribed and Sworn to before me this 16 day of August. 2001.

NOTARY PUBLIC ( “ g

— . . i -
Commission expires /- 3 /- ZJI




AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE

STATE OF MINNESOTA ) In the Matter of the Request Mt
) 8s Rushmore Telephone Company and
COUNTY OF HENNEPIN ) Fort Randall Telephone Company for

Certification Regarding its Use of
Federal Universal Service Support

Docket No.:

Kim R. Manney, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and states that on the
17" day of August, 2001, copies of the Request for Clarification of Mt. Rushmors
Telephone Company and Fort Randail Telephone Company in the above-referenced
rnatter were delivered by Federal Express or mailed by United States first class mail,
postage prepaid thereon, to the following:

South Dakota Public Utilities SDITC

Cornmission Richard D. Coit, Executive Director
State Capitol Building 207 E Capitol, Suite 206

500 East Capitol P O Box 57

Pierre, SD 57501 Pierre, SD 57501

SWORN TO BEFORE ME this
17" day of August, 2001.

N nde Bllie-Fieong
NOTARY PUBLIC

sagiui]



WEEKLY FILINGS
For the Period of August 16, 2001 through August 22, 2001

if you need a complete copy of a filing faxed, overnight expressed, or mailed to you, please contact
Delaine Kolbo within five business days of this filing. Phone: 805-773-3705 Fax: 605-773-380%9

CONSUMER COMPLAINTS

CED1-002 in the Matter of the Complaint filed by Dale Riedlinger, Sioux Falls, South Dakota, against
Xcel Energy Regarding Poor Maintenance Service.

Complainant states that on or about May 21, 2001, Xcel Energy had a tres trimming company coms 1o their geag
of town and trim trees. Complainant states that when the company trimmed there tree in the front vard of the
home, the {ree was destroyed by cutting the tree half off. Complainant states that ther are only two sustom
hs neighborhood that do not have buried cable. Complainant inquired about the line being buried and was toid
that ha would have to pay $7,500.00. Complainant states that Xcel Energy does not have an easemant o}
the utility pole on his property. Complainant requests that Xcel Energy bury their fines &t no cost or & reas
cost to the customer. Complainant does not feel he should replace his tree because he heheves that the problesm
will ocecur again when the tree trimming service happens again.

Siaff Analyst Mary Healy
Staff Attorney: Kelly Frazier
tiate Docketed: 08/20/01
Imervention Deadline: N/A

TELECOMMUNICATIONS

TCO1-111 in the Matter of the Request of Baltic Telecom Cooperative and East Plains Telecom, ing
for Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Baltic Telecom Cooperative and its subsidiary East
Plains Telecom, Inc.'s plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Baits
Telacom Cooperative and its subsidiary East Plains Telecom, Inc. will use all federal universal service suppor
received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universat service provisions of 47 U 5.C Secaton 254

Staff Analyst. Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/16/01
Intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-112 In the Matter of the Request of Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Authority for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Autho
pian for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Cheyenne River Sioux Trise
Telephone Authority will use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is congistent with the
frderal universal service provisions of 47 U.S C. Section 254.

Gtaff Analyst: Harlan Best
Stafl Attorney: Karen Cremer
{Date Docketed. 08/17/01
[mervention Deadline: 08/31/01



Sta# Analyst Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-118 In the Matter of the Request of Kadoka Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its
Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Kadoka Telephone Company's plan for the yss of
its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Kadoka Telephone Company will use all fegaral
universal service support received in @ manner that is consistent with the federal universal service prowvisiony of
47 U.8.C. Section 254,

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCOT-118 in the Matter of the Request of Valley Telephone Company for Castification Regarding its
Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Valley Telephone Company's plan for the use of its
federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Valley Telephone Company will use all federat
universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service pravisions of
47 U.8.C. Section 254,

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Statf Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
imtervention Deadline: 08/31/01

’mumzﬁ In the Matter of the Request of Mount Rushmere Telephone Company and Fort Randall
Telephone Company for Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service
Support,

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Mt. Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort
Randall Telephone Company's plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that
Mt Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randall Telephone Company will use all federal universal sarvics
support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.8.C. Sectian
254,

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Qate Docketed: 08/20/01
imervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TOU4-121 In the Matter of the Reguest of Sanborn Telephone Cooperative, Inc. and SANCOM, Inc. for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Sanborn Teiephone Cooperative, Inc /Sancom,
inc.'s plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Sanborn Telaphana



Cooperative will use all federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federsi
univarsal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254,

Sialf Analyst: Marlan Best
Staft Atiorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01

© Intarvention Deadline: 08/31/01

TGO1-126 in the Matter of the Request of West River Telecommunications Cooperative (Mobridge! for
Certification Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting West River Telecommunications Cooperative’s
{hiobridge) plan for the use of its federal universal service suppert and o otherwise verify that West River
Telecoemmunications Cooperative (Mobridge) will use all federal universal service support received in a manner
it is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

Hiaff Analyst: Harlan Best
Seaff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Crate Dosketed: 08/20/01
intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TROt-127 In the Matter of the Request of Midstate Communications, Inc. for Centification Regarding
its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Midstate Communications, Inc.'s pian for the uss of
its fadieral universal service support and to otherwise verify that Midstate Communications, Inc. will use all federa
universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of
47 L1.8.C. Section 254,

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-128 in the Matter of the Request of Tri-County Telecom, Inc. for Certification Regarding its Use
of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Tri-County Telecom, Inc.'s pian for the use of its
federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Tri-County Telecom, Inc. will use all federal universat

sarvice suppott received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C.
Seption 254

Staff Analyst: Harlan Best
Staff Altorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/20/01
intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TEO01-129 In the Matter of the Request of McCook Cooperative Telephone Company for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting McCook Cooperative Telephone Company's plan
for the use of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that McCook Cooperative Telephone



The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Sioux Valley Telephone Company's plan for the use
of its federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Sioux Valley Telephone Company will use alf
faderal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service
provigions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254,

Blaff Analyst: Harlan Best
Baf Aftorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/21/01
imtervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-134 in the Matter of the Request of Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing 1 to provide information constituting Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative’s plan for the
uae of iis federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative will
use all federal universal service support received in @ manner that is consistent with the federal universal service
arovisions of 47 U S C. Section 254.

i3

Staft Anatyst. Harlan Best
Btalf Attorney” Karen Cremer
{ale Dockeled, 08/22/01
intervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCO1-1356 In the Matter of the Request of Dickey Rural Communications, Inc. for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Dickey Rural Communications, Inc.'s plan for the
yie of ils federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Dickey Rural Communications, Inc. will use
st federal universal service support received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service
mrepgisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254,

Zuaif Analyst Harlan Best
Btaff Attorney. Karen Cremer
Gate Docketed: 08/22/01
imervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TCHT-136 In the Matter of the Request of Farmers Mutual Telephone Company for Certification
Regarding its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

The purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting Farmers Mutual Telephone Company's plan for the
yae of itg federal universal service support and to otherwise verify that Farmers Mutual Telephone Company will
use afl federal universal service suppoert received in a manner that is consistent with the federal universal service
pravisions of 47 U.S.C. Section 254.

S Analyst: Harlan Best
Sisff Attorney: Karen Cremer
Date Docketed: 08/22/01
imervention Deadline: 08/31/01

TEO1-137 In the Matter of the Request of RT Communications, Inc. for Certification Regarding its Use
of Federal Universal Service Support.

Tha purpose of this filing is to provide information constituting RT Communications, Inc.’s plan for the use of its



B9 Aaplyst Harlan Best
; gy, Karen Cremer
wetomd  O8722/01
y Diogddlipe: OB/31/01

e

You may receive this listing and other PUC publications via our website or via internet e-mail.
You may subscribe or unsubscribe to the PUC mailing lists at hitp://www.state.sd.us/puc/



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

iN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF ) ORDER GRANTING
MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY ) CERTIFICATION
AND FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY )

FOR CERTIFICATION REGARDING THEIR USE ) TC01-120

OF  FEDERAL  UNIVERSAL  SERVICE )

SUPFORT )

O May 23, 2001, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) released an
Deder concerming the federal universal service support mechanism for rural carriers.” This
rdhar (hareafler referenced as the "Fourteenth Report and Order"), in part, codifies at 47
Ef} 314, a requirement for States to provide a certification regarding federal
sarvice support that 1s received by rural incumbent local exchange carriers
u & te!ecommumcatlons carriers providing service in rural service areas.
1o such rule, a state that desires rural carriers within its jurisdiction to receive
fedargl umvt,raat service support must file an annual certification with the FCC and
Jrweersal Service Administrative Company (USAC) stating that federal high cost
sport provided to such carriers within that State will be used only for the provision,
ntgnance and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intended.
s carishoation requirement applies to various categories of federal universal service
',:;zfm‘, inciuding support provided pursuant to 47 C.F.R. §§ 54.301, 54.305, ard/or
4 307 andior 47 CF.R. Part 36, Subpart F (high-cast loop support, local switching
: 1. safety net additive support, and safety valve support). Support provided under
: Ff{ii‘ rule provisions will only be made available in the future if the State Commission
he requisite certification pursuant to § 54.314,

The certification required for rural carriers to receive federal universal support for
W quarters during calendar year 2001 is currently due to be filed with the FCCT and
£ on or before October 1, 2001, The certification may be presented to these entities
- form of a letter from the State Commission. The letter must identify which carriers
1 the stale are eligible to receive federal support during the 12-month period and must
¢ ihat the carriers listed will only use the support for the provision, maintenance. and
’:zfzsr*;; of facilities and services for which the support is intended.

O August 20, 2001, the South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (Commission)
ach & filing from Mount Rushmore Telephone Company and Fort Randall Te!epnone
pany {Company) regarding their Request for Certification Regarding their Usze of

56-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, Fourteenth R:
Second Order on Receonsideration, and Fu
4 Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45, and Rs

Dacket No. 00-256, FCC 01-157, Released May 23

y




Lirsversal Service Support. The purpose of this filing was to provide information
1 GCompany's plan for the use of its federal universal service support and to
rify that Company will use all federal universal service support received in a
i 15 consistent with the federal universal service provisions of 47 U.S.C. § 254.
f its plan. Company listed estimates of the support it expected to receive from

% as its estimated costs for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of
services  An Affidavit was attached to the Request for Certification.

O Auguist 23, 2001, the Commission electronically transmitted notice of the filing
arvantion deadline of August 31, 2001, to interested individuals and entities.
soughit intervention

48 regularly scheduled meeting of September 7, 2001, the Commission
=1 Hhis matier

smmession has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapters 1-26,
7U8C § 254 The Commission found that the Company is eligible to
'al support as it states it will only use the support for the provision,
anvd uggradmg of facilities and services for which the support is intended.

e support for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and
sr whaeh the support is intended. 1t is

TTHER ORDERED, that the Commission approves Company's Request for
oy Regarding Its Use of Federal Universal Service Support.

ot

Diated at Perre, South Dakota, this g;:(zﬂ day of September, 2001.

i:%’;iﬁi’vrfw;m‘rlé th SERVICE BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION:

7 hareby cerifies that this

servirt tday upon all partes of / /
as hntied on the docket service { % f ) 72 Q
e -
- tyy Brst class matl, in properly /{/‘/417

witr charges prepaid thereon MMESA BUFEG Chalrma/

: h ; .
o ( e f Ly

e PAM NELSON Comm!ssxoner

3]



ublic SSIC

Lapitol Building, 500 East Capitol Avenue, Pierre, South Dakota 57501-5070

September 25, 2001

Ms. Magalie R. Salas

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

445 12th St S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Ms. lrene Flannery

Universal Service Administrative Company
2120 L Street N.W., Suite 600
Washington, DC 20037

RE: CC Docket No. 96-45, CC Docket No. 00-256, Fourteenth Report and
Qrder, Twenty Second Order on Recorsideration, and Further Notice of
Propgsed Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45. and Report and Order in
GC Docket No. 00-256, FCC 01-157, Released May 23, 2001

Annual State Certification of Support for Rural Carriers

Dear Ms. Salas and Ms. Flannery:

The South Dakota Public Utilities Commission (Commission) hereby states that the
following rural incumbent local exchange carriers and/or eligible telecommunications
carriers within its jurisdiction have been certified to receive support pursuant to 47
CFR 8§ 54.301, 54.305, and/or 54.307 and /or part 36, subpart F. The carriers listed
below filed requests for certification with the Commission which support their
affirmations that all federal high-cost support provided to them will be used only for
y the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the
- support is intended. The Commission has granted certification to the following
companies.

Armour Independent Telephone Company

Baltic Telecom Cooperative and East Plains Telecom, inc.

Beresford Municipal Telephone Company

Bridgewater-Canistota Independent Telephone Company
heyenne River Sioux Tribe Telephone Authority

Citizens Telecommunications Company of Minnesota, Inc.

City of Brookings Municipal Telephone

Consolidated Telcom

Dakota Community Telephone






